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3DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Applicant's communication filed on March 28, 2008 has been carefully considered and 
placed of record in the file. Claims 1, 5 and 8 are amended. Claims 1-5 and 7-14 are pending. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4, 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Lee et al. (U.S. Patent 6,148,130 previously relied upon). 

3. Regarding claims 1, 2, 4, 7 and 8, Lee et al. discloses a ribbon-like optical fiber core 
assembly comprising: a plurality of optical fiber cores 14 arranged planarly, at least one tape 
layer 24 and 26 for integrating said optical fiber cores into one body, wherein said tape layer has 
tensile strength higher than adhesive force of said tape layer to said optical fiber cores (thus 
enabling cable stripping as disclosed). Said tape layer includes a film base and an adhesive layer 
(adhesive tapes inherently comprise a film base or backing layer, and an adhesive layer), the 
adhesive layer provided on said optical fiber cores. Said optical fiber cores are compression 
bonded to the at least one tape layer, and the adhesive layer is interposed between said optical 
fiber cores and the at least one tape layer. Lee et al. also discloses the method of separating a 
ribbon-like optical fiber core assembly defined in Claim 1 into single cores, comprising the steps 
of: bending said optical fiber core assembly to break said plurality of optical fiber cores at a 
predetermined breaking position; and applying a pulling force on said at least one tape layer in a 
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direction of detachment from said optical fiber cores to thereby peel said tape layer up to a 
predetermined position. Lee et al. further discloses gaps formed between said plurality of optical 
fibers that are adjacent one another. Adhesive layer is interposed in said gaps as a result of 
compression bonding, after which the optical fiber cores are covered by the at least one film base 
74. See Figure 2 and column 3, lines 19-44. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lee et al. as 
applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Sayegh et al. (U.S. Patent 5,253,318 
previous relied upon). 

6. Lee et al. does not expressly disclose the ribbon-like optical fiber core assembly wherein 
said tape layer has a high flame retardancy. 

7. Sayegh et al. discloses an optical fiber ribbon cable wherein the tape layer (jacket) has a 
high flame retardancy. 

8. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to provide the tape layer of Lee et al. having a high flame retardancy for 
improved damage resistance from environmental factors. 

9. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shahid (U.S. 
Patent 6,295,400 previously relied upon) in view of Lee et al. (U.S. Patent 5,611,017). 
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10. Regarding claim 5, Shahid discloses a film for tape core assembly comprising: a flexible 
film 2 or 3 capable of integrating a plurality of optical fibers as a tape, and a plurality of position 
limiting portions (adhesive disposed in between adjacent optical fibers are inherently position 
limiting portions) limiting the positions of said plurality of optical fibers wherein the pitch of 
arrangement of said position limiting portions at one end portion of said flexible film is different 
from the pitch of arrangement of said plurality of position limiting portions at the other end 
portion of said flexible film. 

1 1 . Shahid does not disclose the flexible film further comprising an adhesive layer, said 
optical fibers compression bonded to said flexible film, and the adhesive layer interposed 
between said optical fibers and said flexible film. See Figure 5 and column 9, lines 58 through 
column 10, line 44. 

12. Lee et al. discloses a film 74 for a tape core assembly comprising an adhesive layer 72, 
said optical fibers compression bonded to said flexible film, and the adhesive layer interposed 
between said optical fibers and said flexible film. 

13. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to furhter provide an adhesive layer, said optical fibers compression 
bonded to said flexible film, and the adhesive layer interposed between said optical fibers and 
said flexible film in the film of Shahid in order to effectively seal the lateral edges of the optical 
fiber ribbon from environmental contamination as taught by Lee et al. (column 11, lines 3-13) 

14. Claims 9-14 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shahid. 

15. Regarding claims 9-14, Lee et al. does not expressly disclose the ribbon- like optical fiber 
core assembly connected with a connector or fiber array. However, it would have been obvious 
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to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide a connector 
or fiber array for further transmission to remote devices in a communications network. 
Resultantly, the ribbon-like optical fiber core assembly would be optically wired to the connector 
or fiber array. 

Response to Arguments 

16. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-5 and 7-14 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

17. It is further noted that '130 Lee et al. discloses at column 3, lines 19-44, compression 
bonding. Additionally, it is noted that an adhesive tape inherently is made up of a film base and 
a adhesive applied to the film base. Therefore, Lee et al. also discloses the claimed film further 
comprising an adhesive layer interposed between the optical fibers and the film. 

Conclusion 

18. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sarah Song whose telephone number is 571-272-2359. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 7:30am - 6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rodney Bovernick can be reached on 571-272-2344. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Sarah Song/ 
Sarah Song 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2874 



